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Remarks/Arguments 



Applicants appreciate the Examiner's allowance of claims 21-23 25 and 28-30 
andtheESLer' S holdingthatclaims4-8, 11, IVV^^^rfST 
Allowable if rewritten in independent form to include all of the hmuations of their 

and any intervening claim, Accordingly applicants have > thus 
^ /t e a 1 1 i4 14 16 17 18, 19, 20, 34, and 35, claims 7 and 8 being 

Relation and aHowance of C .a ta s 4-8, 
li; 12, 14, 16. 18-20, and 34-35 arc therefore respectfully requested. 

Claims 1-3 10, 13, 15, 17, 24, 26-27, 31, 33, 36 and 38-40 stand rejected, 35 USC 
102. et'al patent 6.363,056. ^^tB^l^^^ 

app licants are canceling claims 1-2, 10, 13, 15 24, 26 31 33 and ^ 
Accordingly, the only claims now at issue are claims 3, 17, 27, and 36 Applicants are 
amen^g^ms 3. 17, 27 . and 36 further to distinguish from Beig, ^ reasons set 
fori i below, applicants submit that these claims also patent ably distinguish from Beigi 
and are not anticipated by Beigi. 

With respect to claim 3, the Examiner appears to be equating Beigi' s reflected 
packets win Applicants- "detecting duplicate packets", by reference » 
aicolumn 3 line 56 to column 4, line 14. However, applicants submit that their duplicate 
^"dlfferentfromandnotsugges 

rackets Duplicate packets exist in IP data networks independently of the presence or 
absence of any network monitors. These duplicate packets are unwittingly generated *>y 
nodes and devices. Applicants' inventive ^ = ely prov,des 
mechanisms for detecting these duplicate packets ^^^^^y 
duplicate packets into accurate network measurements. In contrast. Beigi s retiectea 
packets - probe packets actively inserted into ^^tT^^ 
rUnmse nackets generated by the common network utility 'pmg ). These renectea 
Srhav^S or similarity to duplicate IP packets generated by^ other n^ork 
nodTs nor do£ Beigi provide any mechanism for the detect on of duplicate packets. This 
oSion beTweenlpplicants' invention and the Beigi disclosure is also due to 
£££ » SSc on a passive measurement mechanism, rather man the active .insertion 
7pS pac^etTas described by Beigi. To clarify this distinction between applicants 
dup^pacSts and the Beigi reflected packets, claim 3 has been amended to recite 
"detecting duplicate packets generated by network nodes . 

The Examiner rejected claim 17 on the same basis as claim 3. However as 
discussed above with reference to claim 3, the reflected packets described in 
. Mum73 iL 56 to column 4, line 14) are not the same as or suggestive of applicants 
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use of duplicate packets. Claim 17 has been amended, similar to claim 3, to recite that the 
Scate P packets are generated by network nodes and are not the reflected packets of 



Beigi. 



The Examiner in rejecting claim 27 on Beigi states that Bei gl determines the time 
difference between the times a packet flows through a first and a second point m the 
n^ork But this broad statement is not descriptive of applicants mvennon as recited m 
cto 27 Beigi refers to determining a delay between two end pomts through the use of a 
cSion clock and probe packets (column 3, lines 24-26; see also Beigi claim 1 1). 
S^veJL is completely different from this teaching. Applicants determine 
Slay of a packet associated with a correlated package, i.e., a user date packet. There 
TaSficanfand non-obvious difference between Beigi' computing a de ay for probe 
nackete and applicants' determining "a first time at which a packet associated with a 
corrdSSge flows through the first point in the network, determining a second 

ritlfch Vpacket associated with the correlated package flows through the second 
pXtl network, and subtracting the first time from the second time," as recited in 

claim 27, as amended. 

The Examiner rejected claim 36, which has now been rewritten in independent 
form on *e basis that Beigi discloses packages which include ,a packet .flow ^^tifier a 
tome number and a package size, citing the Beigi abstract, column 8, lines 23-35 and 
cXmrTnne 3* column^ , toe 15. Applicants respectfully submit that the Beigi 
dSure does not support the Examiner's position. Beigi only vaguely refers to 
"addSoTal data to be used for monitoring" and specifically mentions a "probe identifier, 
lolS sSnp and reflect field" (column 8, lines 30-34). All of this, of course is in the 
cornet of Sigi use of probe packets; as stated in the abstract, referred to by the 
ExSer 'Trobe jackets are sent from ingress access routers where they are received 

ssed by egtss access routers." Applicants are amending claim 36 to recite that 
aDpCS ^ystemS recited in claim 36, involves not probe packets but user data 
rSkT Furtler, Beigi's description and teaching of keeping track of how many probe 
TaS Je ^ived * not relevant to applicants' packages corresponding to frames of 
Kta paSSs, which frames include a packet flow identifier, a frame number, and a 
package size. 

For the reasons set forth above, applicants respectfully submit that claims 3, 17, 
27, and 36, as amended, are also clearly allowable, and their reconsideration and 
allowance are accordingly requested. 

Since claims 21-23, 25, and 28-30 have been allowed, d**»*f "v} 
16 18 20 34 and 35 have been held to be allowable, and claims 3, 17, 27 and 36 are 

S to bTaVowable, as discussed above, it is believed that mis application ,s now 
ifcoXn to be passed to issue, and such action is also respectfully requested. 
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However if the Examiner deems it would in any way expedite the prosecution 
this application, ihe Examiner is invited to telephone applicants' attorney at the numbc 
set forth below. 



Respectfully submitted, 



Krishna Kant et al 




AttorWy for Applicants 
Reg. No. 16,154 
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